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racehorse to be controlled. Besides, the wild appearance
of the eye, the curious twitchings of the muscles, even if the
animal was brought to a standstill, would at once give rise
to suspicion. That the "doping of racehorses is wrong in
principle goes without saying, as from no point of view can
it be defended. A horse should win entirely upon its own
merits without the aid of artificial stimulants, quite apart
from the bad after-effect which such drugs have upon the
system when they are frequently used. In addition to the

drugs which stimulate the use (generally for dishonest

purposes) of those which depress or narcotise must not be
overlooked.. Of these opium and bromides are the most

- common, or even a dose of purgative medicine may be
resorted to. The doping" of racehorses is a crime which
is punishable by law in addition to the social ostracism which
would inevitably follow detection of the persons who used
such means, and it is a practice which we are thankful to
say cannot be considered at all common in our country.

THE SALE OF INTOXICANTS TO CHILDREN.

IT can hardly be doubted that the great majority of

persons who have really given their attention to the subject
;are agreed that the Bill to prevent the sale of intoxicants to
.children should find its place in the statute-book. There is
mo question that children are employed in fetching liquor
from licensed houses a great deal more than is advisable
for their own good. Accurate statistics are hardly necessary
to assure us of this fact, but recent evidence of this kind,
if it be desired, is not wanting. In a letter published in the
Times of June 4th the Marquis of Northampton quoted
details of a series of observations bearing on this point.
These included the following. On a Saturday between

9 P. M. and midnight 200 public-houses in four districts of
London were under observation and a total number of

7019 children were seen to enter them. A respect-
able house in a quiet street was seen to be entered
within the same hours by 26 children and 225
adults. A low-class house during the same hours was

visited by 201 children and 1282 adults. These particulars
bay be regarded as illustrative of Saturday evening trade
in London. In another town of 117,000 inhabitants 12,000
children were seen to enter licensed premises on a Saturday
during four consecutive hours. The figures relating to one
house observed during the seven legal hours on a Sunday are
- even more remarkable. The number of adults entering was
2558 ; that of children was 1365. Of the latter 706 were
noticed to enter between 1 P. M. and 3 P. M. and 369 between
7 P.M. and 9 P.M.&mdash;that is to say, about the times when
beer would be in demand for the family meals. Children

according to the terms of the new Bill are young persons
under 14 years of age. The statistics just quoted refer
as nearly as could be judged to young people under 16 years
of age, the average being 10 years. Where there appeared to
be reasonable doubt as to the age the child was not counted.
The Standing Committee of the House of Commons which is
now occupied with this subject held a meeting on Friday,
July 19th. As regards the expediency of the Bill itself no
question was raised, but an amendment was moved in the
name of Sir Lewis Mclver to allow the sale to children of

liquor in corked or closed vessels. This was carried by a
majority of one. A further amendment moved by Sir W.
Houldsworth to substitute the words " corked and sealed "

for " corked or closed " was also adopted. There appears to
be some ambiguity here in the proposed wording of the
Bill which it is highly desirable to have rectified. A
corked and sealed vessel is a definite object enough, a
" closed" vessel might be made to denote almost any
kind of receptacle. It might be a jug with a moveable
lid or a pot covered in with paper. In either case the

proper object of the Bill&mdash;namely, to remove from children

as far as possible the temptation to help themselves to an
intoxicant-would be virtually set aside. For this reason

we trust that if the amendment is to stand as part of the
Bill any existing uncertainty will be entirely removed and
that care will be taken to have any vessel carried by a child
properly corked and sealed. It is also to be remembered
that much of the good which the Bill is intended to do will

be done away with if its wording is not so framed as to

require that children shall not be served at the ordinary bar
but in a separate department. ’’ Sipping 

" which some affect
to scoff at, though it must often have led to freer indulgence,
is only a part of the evil which it is sought to remove. The

atmosphere of a bar-room with its frequently rowdy asso-
ciations can hardly fail to exercise a mischievous effect
on young people at the most impressionable period of life.
But what, after all, is the practical value of this amendment
in favour of the off-licence ? To us, indeed, it appears to

give little promise of practical utility and we should not be
sorry if it were excluded. It is almost certain that the great
majority of children who enter public-houses are sent, not
for liquor in bottle, but for dinner or supper beer or for
small quantities of spirits. It is difficult to see, therefore,
what the amendment will do even for public convenience.
There might, perhaps, arise an occasion, such as an

emergency of illness in which no other messenger but a
child was obtainable. In most cases of this kind, however,
some adult neighbour would usually be at hand and the
services of such a one would certainly be preferable. With
the possible exception of such an occasion for which a

special arrangement might be made we cannot see where the
necessity should exist for the employment of children at all
as carriers of liquor. We have noted that the limit of
childhood for the purposes of the proposed Act is 14 years.
We hope to see this age raised to 16 years. No hardship
would be thus inflicted, and we believe that a fairer
standard would then be realised of the period at which inde-
pendent responsibility should be recognised.

C&AElig;SAREAN SECTION THREE TIMES IN THE
SAME PATIENT.

IN the Journal of the American Medical Association of
June 29th Dr. J. W. Coakley has published the following
remarkable case. A woman, aged 30 years, was in labour on
August 3rd, 1893. In two preceding labours craniotomy had
been performed for contracted pelvis. The conjugate
diameter was two and a half inches. An incision was made
in the abdominal wall from four inches above the umbilicus
to two inches above the pubes. The peritoneum was opened
and the uterus was lifted outside the abdominal cavity.
A rubber ligature was passed around the uterus to

prevent haemorrhage. An incision four inches long was
made into the uterus and the child was removed
with the membranes intact. The uterine and parietal
wounds were sutured. Recovery was uninterrupted. The

patient was again in labour at term on July 27th, 1895.
The placenta was attached near and over the os uteri.

Csesarean section was again performed : the cicatrix of the
former operation was cut through and the wall of the uterus
was found to be very thin. The membranes were ruptured
and the child was removed. The placenta was removed and
the adherent portions of the decidua were separated.
Recovery was again uninterrupted. In February, 1900,
the patient was in the eighth month of pregnancy.
She was in poor health ; the urine was loaded with
albumin and there were headache and other symptoms
of renal insufficiency. Labour began on March 2nd, but
Dr. Coakley was absent and could not operate until the

following day. On cutting through the abdominal wall at
the side of the old cicatrix the peritoneum was found
adherent to the uterus and also to the abdominal wall.


